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1 DETAILED ACTION 

2 

3 Claims 1,9, 11, 12 and 19 are pending. 

4 This action is in response to the communication filed on 8/25/09. 

5 All objections and rejections not set forth below have been withdrawn. 
6 

7 Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

8 

9 A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 

10 forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 

1 1 application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 

12 forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 

13 has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 8/25/09 

14 has been entered. 
15 

1 6 Claim Objections 

17 

1 8 Claims 1,9, 11, 12 and 1 9 are objected to for comprising inconsistent recitations. 

19 Specifically, these claims inconsistently recite a second SSL connection as a "second 

20 connection", "second SSL connection", and "second concurrent SSL connection". For 

21 the purpose of examination, the examiner presumes that the applicant intends to recite 

22 "second SSL connection" throughout the claims. Appropriate correction is required. 
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1 Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2 

3 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

4 obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

5 (a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

6 forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 

7 the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

8 invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 

9 Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
10 

11 Claims 1, 9, 11, 12 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 



12 unpatentable over Aziz et al. (Aziz), "Method and Apparatus for Providing Secure 

13 Communication with a Relay in a Network", U.S. Patent 6,643,701 in view of Gast, 

14 "System and Method for Accelerating Cryptographically Secured Transactions", 

15 U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0046532. 

16 



17 Regarding claim 1 , Aziz discloses a system for establishing first (fig. 3:310) and 

18 second SSL connections (fig. 3:330) between a client and a web server. The system 

19 comprises: 

20 a web server computer having SSL protocol server software operably associated 

21 therewith for enabling a first SSL connection, wherein SSL protocol server software 

22 includes a CA certificate and private key (fig. 3:340; 6:21-24; 5:6,7), 

23 and a client computer communicatively linked to said web server computer 

24 having web browser software having SSL protocol client software operably associated 

25 therewith for enabling said first SSL connection between said client computer and said 

26 web server computer (fig. 3:300, 310; 6:18-21), 
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1 Aziz discloses client and server software operably associated with the client 

2 computer and the web server computer (fig. 3:320; 6:4-26, 38-40 - herein, Aziz show's 

3 software code for communicating with a client [i.e. "client software"] and software code 

4 for communicating with a server [i.e. "server software"]). Aziz does not appear to 

5 explicitly recite that such software is "SSL acceleration software". However, Gast 

6 explicitly recites that client and server software can be for the purpose of acceleration 

7 (Abstract, fig. 2:200). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 

8 recognize the benefits of acceleration as disclosed by Gast within the system of Aziz. 

9 This would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 

1 0 motivated by the advantages of speed and efficiency. 

1 1 The combination enables: 

1 2 SSL acceleration server software operably associated with said web server 

1 3 computer which includes a pseudo CA certificate (Aziz, 5:11) and access to said private 

14 key and a public key (Aziz, fig. 3:320; 5:6-13; Gast, fig. 2:202,214, 206, 212) and 

1 5 wherein said first SSL connection is established between said web browser software 

1 6 and SSL acceleration client software operably associated with said client computer 

17 (Aziz, fig. 3:320; 5:6-13; Gast, fig. 2:202,214, 206, 212) wherein said SSL acceleration 

1 8 software communicates with said SSL acceleration server software to receive a copy of 

1 9 said pseudo CA certificate and said public key and present said pseudo CA certificate to 

20 said web browser software for validation thereof (Aziz, 5:6-1 3) for enabling a second 

21 connection (Aziz, fig. 3:330) concurrent with said first SSL connection (Aziz, fig. 3:31 0) 

22 between said client computer and said web server computer, wherein said second SSL 
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1 connection is established between said SSL acceleration client software and said SSL 

2 acceleration server software in a manner which permits optimization techniques to be 

3 applied on data transmitted through said second concurrent SSL connection (Gast, fig. 

4 2:202,214,206,212). 
5 

6 Regarding claim 2, the combination enables: 

7 wherein said SSL acceleration client software is further equipped for monitoring 

8 when said web browser requests said first SSL connection with said web server 

9 computer and intercepting said SSL request from said web browser, and diverting 
10 communication through said second connection (Aziz, 4:49-65; 7:54-8:5). 

11 



12 Regarding claims 1 1 and 12, they comprise essentially similar limitations to the 

13 rejected claims above, and they are rejected, at least, for the same reasons. 
14 

15 Claims 9 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

16 over the combination of Aziz and Gast in view of Freed et al. (Freed), "Secure 

17 Sockets Layer Proxy Architecture", U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0014628. 

18 

19 Regarding claims 9 and 19, the combination recites software for transforming 

20 SSL data transmissions, but does not appear to explicitly recite compression. Freed, 

21 however, teaches that SSL data transmissions are transformed by compression (Freed, 

22 par. 1 0, 52). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to employ 
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1 compression within the SSL data transmission of the combination of Aziz and Gast. 

2 This would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 

3 motivated by the teachings of the prior art regarding the nature of SSL transmissions. 
4 

5 Response to Arguments 

6 

7 Applicant's arguments filed 8/25/09 have been fully considered but they are not 

8 persuasive. 
9 

1 0 Essentially, the Applicant argues or asserts: 

11 

1 2 (i) The claimed invention is not shown, taught or suggested in the prior art. The 

1 3 basis for this amendment was discussed as being shown and described in the 

14 specification (pp. 5-7) and drawings (see FIG. 2A and 2B). Cancelled claims are done 

1 5 without acquiescing to the ground of rejection, but for the purpose of simplifying the 

1 6 issues for review in order to gain allowance or place the claims in condition for appeal. 

17 (Remarks, pg. 7) 
18 

19 In response, it is respectfully noted that: 

20 Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) because they amount 

21 to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 
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1 pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 

2 references. 

3 Applicant's arguments do not comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (c) because they do not 

4 clearly point out the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in view 

5 of the state of the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. Further, 

6 they do not show how the amendments avoid such references or objections. 
7 



8 Conclusion 

9 

10 A shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire 3 months (not less than 90 

1 1 days) from the mailing date of this communication. 

1 2 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

1 3 examiner should be directed to Jeffery Williams whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 

14 7965. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

15 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

16 supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 

1 7 number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 

18 872-9306. 
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1 Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

2 Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

3 published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

4 Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

5 For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

6 you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

7 Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
8 

9 

10 /Jeffery Williams/ 

11 Examiner, Art Unit 2437 
12 

13 /Emmanuel L. Moise/ 

14 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2437 
15 



